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The Rejection of the Four-Battleship 
Program. 

We need offer no apologies for giving so much 
space in this issue to the subject of limitation of 
armaments. The remarkable vote, after a memorable 
debate, in the House of Representatives on the 1 5th 
of April, by which the four-battleship program was 
so overwhelmingly defeated, has revealed in a striking 
way the rapidly growing public discontent with the 
current insane rivalry in armaments, and the imme- 
diate urgency of the question of limitation. 

We had sincerely hoped that the House would go 
further, and confine its action to providing, at most, 
for only one new ship to replace an old one going out 
of service, according to the program announced by 
the President in 1906. The reasons that led to the 
rejection of the two ships, logically, we think, re- 
quired the rejection of another. A number of the 
Representatives, who have studied the subject most 
thoroughly, from both the national and the inter- 
national point of view, are convinced that there is 
much less occasion to-day, since the meeting of the 
second Hague Conference, than there was two years 
ago to make any increase of the navy, in the interest 



of national defense. Sixty-five of these voted for 
only one ship. But they could not persuade the 
House to go so far with them, after the Naval Com- 
mittee had reported in favor of two new ships. 

But it is something for which to be profoundly 
grateful that the four-battleship program was defeated 
by the remarkable vote of 199 to 83. This program 
was supported by every device of argument and per- 
suasion imaginable, by the President and his follow- 
ers in the House, including a mass of the purest 
fabrications of fancy in regard to the attitude of 
Japan and other peoples and races towards our 
country. It called forth a special message from the 
President, in which he reiterated, in strong, beseech- 
ing phrases, his oft-expressed views in favor of the 
four-battleship program. But in spite of the Presi- 
dent's pressure and the war-scare, bogie speeches of 
Mr. Hobson and others, the House refused to be 
driven or frightened or persuaded to go beyond the 
program of new constructions presented by the Naval 
Committee. 

This determination of the House signifies, we 
think, much more than appears on the surface. It 
means that the question of armaments is hereafter to 
receive independent scientific study and treatment 
from the point of view of existing advanced condi- 
tions in the relations of the nations, and not from 
that of conditions already past or rapidly passing 
away. This new point of view, so ably brought out 
in the debate by Mr. Burton, Mr. Bartholdt, Mr. 
Tawney and others, has been persistently ignored by 
the advocates of ever-increasing armaments as the 
only assurance of national security and peace. To 
them the long series of successful international arbi- 
trations, the existence and successful work of the 
Hague Court, the cordon of fifty treaties of obliga- 
tory arbitration now binding the nations together in 
pairs, the important results of the Hague Conferences 
in putting the nations under the solemn bonds of 
treaty obligations, the great international congresses 
and conferences of recent years, the rapid develop- 
ment of international law and the sense of interna- 
tional justice, the growing unity and interdependence 
of the nations through travel and commerce, the 
greatly increased humaneness and mutual respect of 
men, the growing cooperation of the governments in 
many beneficent fields — to them all these mighty 
bulwarks of peace, more powerful than any fleet of 
battleships that could be got together, have counted 
simply for nothing ; they have been ignored and no t 



